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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the Request for Continued Examination received 1 1/14/08. 

2. Claims 1, 3-12, 14-21, 23-42, 44-51 are pending in the application. Claims 1,11,21,31, 
40, 41, and 42 are independent claims. 

3. Claims 1, 3-21, 23-42, 44-51 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hershberg have been withdrawn pursuant to applicant's amendment. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 3-21, 23-42, and 44-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Aggarwal et al., USPG Pub. 2004/0205566 filed 1/3/2002. 

In reference to independent claim 1, Aggarwal teaches: 

'« controller operable to accept the communication and provide the communication to 
a model; the model operable to perform processing of the request and to determine a web page 
to be rendered. See page 1, [0010 through 0013]. The reference provides a servlet configured to 
receive requests for content and send content to be mapped and formatted. A typical content 
request can arrive in the data servlet in the form of an HTTP request. Furthermore, the retrieved 
content is rendered for presentation in the associated presentation environment. 
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the page operable to provide a response based on the request; and wherein the web 
page belongs to a web page group'. See page 3, [0026 through 0030]. The web page being 
determined through the use of corresponding programmatic beans and the set of Java beans 
developed for a particular presentation environment provide a proficient example of a web page 
group, as presently claimed. 

'wherein the web page group includes a definition file with a web page group 
extension'. See page 2, [0016] and page 3, [0027 through 0030]. The reference provides a group 
of Java beans for rendering XML content in different presentation environments, For example 
HTML, DHTML, WML, JavaSwing, etc. New XML tags can be processed simply by 
configuring a new bean and adding the tag to the XML DTD file. 

'wherein the web page is the target of a first action method; and wherein the web page 
raises a second action method". See page 2, [0025]. The requested content can be formatted 
according to the rules of a markup language. The servlet can identify therein individual markup 
language attributes used to specify the presentation of associated content portions. As presently 
claimed, the first action method is the mapping process and the passing of XML data to the 
created Javabean. 

'wherein the second action method implements code that results in website navigation'. 
See page 3, [0026 through 0031]. The servlet is configured to receive requests for content 
browsers, identify individual markup language attributes, and based upon select individual ones 
of said programmatic beans, the beans reformat retrieved content for presentation. Therefore the 
reference teaches the web page being selected within a browser and implementing code that 
results in the presentation of a reformatted document in a browser environment. 
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In reference to dependent claim 3, Aggarwal teaches: 

The servlet is configured to receive requests for content browsers, identify individual 
markup language attributes, and based upon select individual ones of said programmatic beans, 
the beans reformat retrieved content for presentation. Therefore the reference teaches the web 
page being selected within a browser and implementing code that results in the presentation of a 
reformatted document in a browser environment. See page 3, [0026 through 0031]. 
In reference to dependent claim 4, Aggarwal teaches: 

Java beans can exhibit the property of extensibility. As such, once a core set of 
programmatic Java beans have been developed for a particular presentation environment, 
additional java beans can be developed through extension or inheritance. See The beans control 
flow based upon matching beans and the mapping feature taught by the reference. 
In reference to dependent claim 5, Aggarwal teaches: 

The reference provides a group of Java beans for rendering XML content in different 
presentation environments, For example HTML, DHTML, WML, JavaSwing, etc. New XML 
tags can be processed simply by configuring a new bean and adding the tag to the XML DTD 
file. See page 2, [0016] and page 3, [0027 through 0030]. 
In reference to dependent claim 6, Aggarwal teaches: 

To track the synchronization tasks assigned to each bean, each bean can maintain a 
synchronization table as shown in figure 2b. Each entry in the table can indicate what sort of 
action the bean should take. See page 3, [0029 through 0030]. 
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In reference to dependent claim 7, Aggarwal teaches: 

Each bean can synchronize back-end data reflected in the content with user interface 
elements in the browser using synchronization logic. See page 3, [0029 through 0030]. To track 
the synchronization tasks assigned to each bean, each bean can maintain a synchronization table 
as shown in figure 2b. Each entry in the table can indicate what sort of action the bean should 
take. See page 3, [0029 through 0030]. 
In reference to dependent claim 8 and 9, Aggarwal teaches: 

As presently claimed, the phrase functionally related is suggested in the reference using 
tags that match programmatic beans and default beans used by the servlets. See page 3, [0027 
through 0028]. 

In reference to dependent claim 10, Aggarwal teaches: 

A different set of Java beans can be provided to render the XML content in different 
presentation environments, for example HTML, DHTML, WML, JavaSwing, Javascript. The 
server can serve the same XML content to multiple users in multiple environments simply by 
accessing different sets of beans for each XML tag. See page 3, [0030 through 0032]. 
In reference to dependent claims 11, 14-20, the claims recite similar limitations to those found 
in rejected claims 1,3-10, respectively. Therefore, the claims are rejected under similar rationale. 
In reference to independent claim 21, the reference includes similar language to that of 
rejected claim 1. However, the limitations regarding 'determining a state of the model based on 
said communication; providing view based on the state of the model' were not addressed. The 
reference to Aggarwal teaches java beans that can synchronize back-end data reflected in the 
content with user interface elements in the browser using synchronization logic. See page 3, 
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[0029 through 0030]. To track the synchronization tasks assigned to each bean, each bean can 
maintain a synchronization table as shown in figure 2b. Each entry in the table can indicate what 
sort of action the bean should take. See page 3, [0029 through 0030]. 

In reference to claims 23-42 and 44-51, the claims reflect similar limitations to those found in 
rejected claims 1, 3-10, and 21. Therefore, the claims are rejected under similar rationale. 



Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,3-21, 23-42, and 44-51 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant amended the claims 
and included language that changed the scope of the claims when read as a whole. The 
amendments to the claims required the examiner to withdrawal the rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MATTHEW J. LUDWIG whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4127. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Stephen S. Hong/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 
2178 
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